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Abstract 

Border problems between Turkey and Syria have been experienced from the State's emergence 
until today and are not solved yet. Turkey-Syria border in 1921 could not be determined 
according to the Ankara Agreement. A special form of administration was given to the 
Iskanderun Sanjak. It was not easy for France to settle here for reasons such as the validity of 
the Turkish currency. France made a 12-point agreement with Syria in 1933 to ensure its 
dominance in Syria. However, this treaty showed that France was not willing to ensure the full 
unity and independence of Syria. The Syrian Parliament did not accept and approve this 
agreement negotiated. This process led to the declaration of independence of the "Homeland 
Movement" in 1936. Thus, Syria's path to independence was opened. Syria's independence at 
the same time caused a problem between Turkey and Syria. While France withdrew from Syria, 
it transferred its powers over the Iskanderun Sanjak to Syria. Thus, Turkey-Syria issues began. 
This article emerged against the French mandate in Syria in light of archival documents 
"Vatanen Movement," which will focus on the allegations against Turkey. Vatanen movement 
claimed that Turkey, during the 1933 and 1936 Treaties, provides no support to Syria, or even 
collaborated with France. There are accusations as given to Turkey by France of Iskanderun, 
the Sanjak side. These opinions will be discussed in the light of information obtained from the 
original documents. 
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1. Introduction 

Since the 16th Century, there was a friendship relation between Turkey and France. With the 
invasion of Egypt by Napoleon, a short period of war was experienced and these relations 
reached the First World War within the framework of the balance policy. Arab geography 
remained under Ottoman rule from the 16th century until the end of the First World War. But 
towards the end of the 19th century, the Arab and inhabited lands of the Ottoman Empire 
became an area where Britain, France and Germany tried to penetrate. Competition was evident 
on the Baghdad railway line. Britain and France began to encourage and provoke Arab 
independence in order to neutralize the Ottoman Empire and Germany, which were their rivals. 
They forced Arab tribes and notables to act against the Ottoman Empire with the promise of 
their own independence. On the other hand, the Sykes-Picot Agreement was signed between 
England, France and Russia in May 1916. This agreement, which is a project of sharing the 
Arab lands, gained a new dimension with the regime change in Russia that started with the 
Bolshevik Revolution. The new Russian regime announced secret treaties. As a result, it was 
revealed who had a division plan for Arab lands. Cemal Pasha sent secret treaties to Emir Faisal 
to show the true face of the British to the Arabs. It was possible to see how the British fought 
Arabs against each other and thus played a duo. As a precaution, Cemal Pasha declared that 
Arab provinces would be given full autonomy and that this would be approved by Gennany 
(Umar 2004). Arab leaders, who preferred to wait against this offer and preferred to behave 
coldly against Cemal Pasha's warm and sincere attitude. 

After the Sykes-Picot Agreement of 1916, the Syrian issue between England and France came 
to the fore. At the San Remo Conference held in accordance with Sykes-Picot, the Arab lands 
came under the control of Britain and France in sharing under the "Mandate" system. Arabs 
then had to fight for independence against Britain and France (Kurk 5 uoglu 1972). 

Seeing the power of Turkish nationalists in Anatolia during the War of Independence, France 
left Greece and Britain alone in their adventures in Izmir and started looking for ways to get 
closer to Mustafa Kemal Pasha. When Turkish nationalists won a great victory in Sakarya, 
France officially recognized the Turkish Grand National Assembly Government with the 1921 
Ankara Agreement. After France left Britain alone, Turkish victories in Anatolia also made the 
British plan upside down. There upon England abandoned the idea of shredding Turkey, but 
rather has tried to deal with it. 
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2. Independence Process of Syria and the Iskanderun Sanjak 

Turkey's Iskanderun Sanjak problem had long before begun before Syrias independence 
proccess. Here, an “idare-i Mahsusa” was established with the Ankara Agreement and this 
order was confirmed by the Treaty of Lausanne. However, it was difficult to send deputies to 
the Syrian Council from the Sanjak of Iskanderun, and rumors spread that the Turkish schools 
here were closed. The name that brought this issue to the Turkish Grand National Assembly 
was Zonguldak MP Tunali Hilmi Bey. Hilmi Bey gave a proposal to the parliament and asked 
what political measures were taken against this, "Turkish culture is being killed in Syria "(BCA 
030 10 6 32 27, 1923). 

The fact that the issue was brought to the agenda in the parliament caused public opinion to be 
formed. Thus, the Sanjak of Iskanderun in Turkey appeared to be annexed penninantly. The 
conditions before the World War gave this opportunity. 

From the middle of 1930, France started to face some difficulties in Syria. Because the feelings 
of nationalism that emerged in the colonial regions led to an intense patriotism in Syria. In the 
same year Turkey has started to adress precisly in the West. For this reason, the roads with the 
Arabs entered the process of separation. The definitive separation in 1945, and getting closer 
to the United States was established in this period (KurkQuoglu 1972). This case is a case other 
than that of the Western alliance, it was Turkey’s general preference. Meetings were held in 
Ankara on different dates within the framework of the border protocols made on June 29, 1929. 
Since 1929, concerned comments were published in the Syrian press regarding these meetings. 
The Syrians considered this to be a meeting of Turks and French for an unknown interest. 
Syrians addition to obtaining their independence against France they fell into trouble in the 
land they lost against Turkey. They claimed that the Turks were approaching the annexation of 
the Iskanderun Livasi, including Antakya, then the turn would come to Aleppo, and that new 
pieces of land would be cut off against the will of the Syrians (BCA 030 10 230 549 2, 1929). 
At that time, comments began to appear in the French press about the fate of the mandate 
administration in Syria. A new shape other than the mandate was emphasized. The whole point 
here was to strenghten France's influence in the East. However, Syria was the first country to 
develop awareness of the French occupation and colonization. Protests were held in different 
parts of Syria. The blocking of these demonstrations by the French caused nationalist feelings 
in the country. In fact, these demonstrations strengthened Arab nationalism in Iraq, and articles 
against the mandate in Syria began to appear in the press (BCA 030 10 259 744 18, 1936). 
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In addition, the Soviet-France Pact in 1933 further reinforced the Turkish-French friendship. 
France-Russia alliances had a positive impact on Turkey. Even while going to Moscow to 
make a treaty, Edward Heriye stopped by Ankara and made negotiations and then went to 
Moscow (BCA030 10 224 511 5, 1938). 

3, 1933 Syria-France Treaty 

This treaty, made for a period of 25 years, aimed at pennanent friendship and peace between 
France and Syria. Both governments would have a full consultation between them, 
unconditionally, on foreign policy issues. The situation to be taken against foreign states was 
in a way that would not disrupt the relations between the two countries. The duties and 
responsibilities arising from the intergovernmental agreements to be made would be directly 
transferred to the Syrian Government after the end of the mandate in Syria. If Syria felt the 
need to make a treaty with another state, both governments would have to consult. Both 
governments would take the necessary measures to defend themselves in the face of an armed 
threat. The defense of security and order in Syria would belong to the Syrian Government. 
France was to provide military aid to the Syrian government. Here, in the annex of Article 5, 
the provision that "the stay of French air and naval military forces in Syria is not considered as 
an invasion" is included. However, the Government of France, when deemed necessary, would 
put its senior officials under the command of the Syrian Government. 

The Syrian Government would recognize the rights and laws of all minority and religion 
members within the framework of universal principles, in accordance with its constitution. 
Although the treaty was concluded for 25 years, the renewal or amendment of the treaty could 
be negotiated 20 years later at the request of either party. Another feature of this treaty is that 
the copies of the treaty will be sent to the League of Nations after the ratification and exchange 
of both parties. This made it obligatory for Syria to enter the League of Nations. In case of a 
dispute in the treaty, an application would be made to the League of Nations. The declaration 
of the France-Syria Treaty signed onNovember 16, 1933, caused reactions in Syria. The French 
High Commissioner took military measures on all sides to prevent events. The Minister of 
Public Works and Labor ,Selim (Rambert, w h 0 did not support the signing of this agreement, 
resigned. The French supporter Assyrian Latif Ganim was appointed in his place. Political 
parties and various parts witnin the society in Syria also reacted to the treaty. The Dissidents 
came together and decided to refuse the treaty. As a matter of fact, these groups, by establishing 
influence over the members of Parliament, ensured the rejection of the agreement in the 
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Parliament. Uncomfortable with the developing situation, the French High Commissioner 
closed the Syrian Council for a period of four days. In Syria, women and children reacted and 
stoned the houses of cabinet members. Vatanen largest political movement in Syria reacted to 
Turkey. Vatanen claimed that "Turkey is not defending us against France. It does not even 
protect those who will take refuge from our political criminals. It remains indifferent to our 
struggle for our independence against the French force for 12 years. The fact that he wanted to 
crush us is evidence that he wanted to annex Northern Syria one day” and reacted against 
Turkey ( BCA 030 10 224 511 5, 1938). Syria Vatani movement before the treaty with France 
has contacted with Turkey ( BCA 030 10 263 770 33, 1933). The Syria Vatani Movement 
wanted protection from Turkey however no results came from these efforts. 

The agreements between Syria and France in 1933 and 1936 triggered tensions between Paris 
and Ankara and the Sanjak issue emerged. The 9 September 1936 treaty that led Syria to 
independence had completed the 3-year transition period, but it was a project yet. It was not 
yet recognized by the French Assembly. However, according to this treaty, Syria would become 
completely independent by 1940. With the treaty, France stipulated that it would intervene in 
Syria for defense purposes. However, in case of international turmoil, Syria would not be of 
any use to France, on the contrary, protecting Syria would be a heavy burden (BCA 030 10 224 
511 5, 1938). 

Syrian Prime Minister Cemil Murdiim went to Paris because the 1936 Treaty had great 
unsolved difficulties. There were still ongoing problems between the two sides of the treaty. 
This treaty was founded on the principle of unity of Syria. This reform was not supposed to 
cause concern for the Druze, Alevis, and all non-Syrian elements, who enjoyed wide autonomy 
in the French mandate regime. Syrian nationalists had waged war against France and brought 
extremists to power. It was these people who revolted the people in the sanjak and attacked the 
Turkish-French treaty. The situation showed the existence of two ways. The Syrians would 
either abide by the terms of the treaty or fight the Turks (BCA 030 10 22 501 23, 1937). The 
Syrian press started to attack suddenly and violently, by talking about the issue of the regime 
of Hatay after the 1936 Treaty. All the press reacted to the lowering of the Syrian flag in Hatay 
on November 29, 1937. In those Pressnews it was criticized in Turkey and France strongly 
emphasized that Syria is an integral part of Hatay. November 29 has been declared mourning 
day for Syria. Exciting speeches were given. Turkish politics and criticized and "Tremendous 
Turkey will not grow by getting a little Hatay continent, Araps friendship is more important 
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than Iskanderun to Turkey," the statement said. It was stated that Syria would take the necessary 
measures to take Hatay. Damascus, published in "Fatali Arabi" newspaper, in its issue dated 5 
July 1938 "entered into with France's consent is rape Turkey's Iskanderun Arab world," he said. 
Even with the Iskanderun disaster as a national duty they called for Sam and Iraq to be united 
(BCA 030 10 224 511 5, 1938) . News related to the topic in the press in Italy, Egypt and Turkey 
began to take place. While Egyptian press confirmed meauseres taken in Hatay (BCA 030 10 
222 501 23, 1937), Italian press has written that Syrian treaty with Turkey has beeen canceled 
therefore Syrian Prime Minister Cemil Murdiim will go to Ankara and talk about the relations 
between Syria and Turkey. 

At the beginning of 1937 to give autonomy to Iskanderun Sanjak between Turkey and France, 
a study was initiated under the auspices of the League of Nations. When the Sanjak's new status 
came into effect on November 29, 1937, the Damascus Assembly did not approve the Geneva 
Treaty of 30 May 1937. The French press wrote that "Syrians do not have the right to speak, 
the mandate regime is intact" (BCA 030 10 222 501 23, 1937). 

El Vakit newspaper, supported by Italians and published in Aleppo, had an interesting comment 
on that, France can not give an inch of land in Syria to Turkey, the land of the Arabs from 
Aleppo to Yemen and that the establishment of an Arab Kingdom of Italy highlighted that 
among the targets. Italy will not reject to Sanjaks being united with Turkey however ridiculous 
claims are made by Italian press saying that Iskanderun belongs to Roman Empire (BCA 030 
10 222 495 1, 1939). 

4. Turkish-French Closeness and Syria's Response 

After starting from 1936 changes the political balance in the Middle East seeking an alliance 
with the French entered Turkey in Hatay without considering the Syrians on. (Ulutin, 2016) As 
this situation disturbed the Syrians, they caused a stir in the region. Upon the arrival of worrying 
news, Ataturk interrupted his travel to Anatolia and returned to Istanbul. However, we see that 
the Syrian National Chief Ibrahim Pashazade Mahmut, is deeply saddened by the condolences 
he sent upon the death of Ataturk (BCA 030 10 1 4 14, 1938) 


Made in July 1938 Ankara Agreement Turkey and France have jointly decided to invade 
Iskanderun port and starboard. Subsequently, elections were held in Iskanderun and at the end 
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of these elections, the Turks won 22 out of the 40 member of Parliaments. Iskanderun the flag 
of France as a consequence has decided to transfer to Turkey. France withdrew from the Sanjak 
in June 1939. Thus, Turkey has fully moved to Sanjak and on behalf of the "Hatay" gave the 
name. Most of the Arab people living in the Sanjak migrated to Syria and Lebanon (BCA 030 
01 104 650 2, 1954). The annexation agreement of Hatay to the homeland caused the political 
parties in Syria to react. First, the "Kitle-i Vatanie" party protested. Although this party wanted 
to make lively speeches about this issue in all mosques on June 30, 1939, the French prevented 
such political actions in Damascus and Aleppo, but demonstrations were held in Deir ez-Zor, 
Hama and Humus. "Kitle-i Vatanie" did not stand idly by trying to gather a congress.In this 
congress, the new administration and Sanjak issue that France wanted to implement in Syria 
would be discussed (BCA 030 10 225 515 22, 1939). Another important party in Syria was the 
"Shehbender Party". This party had not yet issued a declaration regarding Sanjak, but the 
newspapers such as "Elnidal" and "Eleyyam", which are their media organs, made very heated 
publications. Interestingly, in these publications they declared that the "Kitle-i Vatanie" 
movement was responsible. The other party is the "Usbetul Amelul Kavmi Party". This party 
holds France responsible for the annexation of Hatay. In the statement made by the party, "We 
do not understand France's abandonment of a land that belonged to Arabs for centuries to a 
foreign state on its own. Three quarters of this region is Arab. We ask the League of Nations 
and the French Parliament to protect Iskanderun, which is a part of the country, from injustice 
(BCA, 030 10 225 515 22, 1939). 

We see that large and small parties in Syria are protesting the Sanjak issue. Perhaps the most 
important reaction in Syria came from the Syrian Assembly. The Parliament, emphasizing that 
the Arab Iskanderun was given to France as a trust, declared that France could not give some 
Syrian land to a foreign state. It has also been protesting the participation in Hatay, Turkey. In 
a call to the French Parliament, it was said, "We demand that this treaty concluded to protect 
Syrians’ law is not ratified." At the same time, the League of Nations was asked to step in. 
Damascus Deputy Fahri A1 Barudi declared Sanjak as Arab Alsas-Loren in the newspaper "El 
Mektcbiil Arabiyye" and attacked the French, declaring that this place would be taken back by 
the Arabs. The Syrian communists have protested this situation but the newspapers that wrote 
these situations were gathered by France (BCA 030 10 225 515 22, 1939). In the years 1920s 
when Syria insisted on uniting with Turkey , the scenarious of uniting with Iraq after the year 
1938 began to be spoken. 
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Election activities in Syria were continuing rapidly. Some parties have started to accuse their 
rivals of being Turkish supporters. These parties in Aleppo, known as "People's Front" and 
"Hizbiilahrar", were accused of being Turkish supporters. At the head of this party was a Turk 
named Riisdii Kahya. Syria choice between ideas put forward so there were issues to be friendly 
with Turkey or not. Even Turkey's spend the money for the elections, he heard some of the 
words that he would sponsor a candidate. The party "Hizbulvatani", one of the Syrian parties, 
revealed the following very interesting goal: "We will try to annex the banner to Syria. If 
necessary we will not be friends with Turkey until the end. We will never accept the oriental 
block (BCA 030 01 65 406 13, 1947). 

The problems between Turkey and Syria, suspended during the World War II, started again as 
soon as the war ended. It has been observed that some crimes were committed against Turks 
who remained in the territories of Syria. In the same days, it was written in some publications, 
especially in the Syrian press, that since 1 million Syrian Arabs resided in Adana, Iskanderun 
and Hatay regions, the United Nations applied to give these regions to Syria. It has been 
understood that the Bayir-Bucak and Hazna Turks and the Turks on the line passing through 
Aleppo and reaching Deyr-i Zor were subjected to bad-treatment by Syrians. The question was 
given to council by Seyhan deputy Ahmet Remzi Yuregir of whether any measures were taken 
or not (BCA 030 01 53 314 2, 1947). On the one hand despite all of these problematic period 
Syrias attempt on opening a consulate in Istanbul for the development of diplomatic relations 
between Turkey, in fact it implys that Syria had accepted Hatay as Turkey’s land. Syrias’ 
request to open a Consulate in Istanbul was accepted by Turkey on August 22,1947. 

5. Conclusion 

Syria was the most problematic region between Britain and France during the disintegration of 
the Ottoman Empire after World War I. In the sharing made, the flag of Iskanderun, the city of 
Antakya and its surroundings were delivered to France on the condition of being under a special 
administration. Here it is clear that the establishment of the administrative structure of Turkey's 
request and is effective pressure. There was a belief in the Arab press that the Turkish 
population in and around Hatay is 1/3. Hatay, Turkey's annexation of Britain and France is also 
seen as an important proof of power. Annexation of Hatay, Turkey's strategic superiority of care 
by providing the absolute sovereignty over the straits was fortified. Turkey while becoming the 
most important states of the Mediterranean zone states such as Britain and France also showed 
its desire to make peace with Turkey. With contribution of England for the meditarians problem 
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and France with contrubion to the solution of the problem of Hatay has adjusted its relations 
with Turkey . Britain and France on the other hand they cease to be Turkey's obligation to 
participate in the Rome-Berlin axis. Indeed, Nazi Germany tried very hard to take Turkey on 
his side but it was not accompolished. 

Turkey's approachement with Arab countries show that the problem with Syria was a major 
challenge. The Syrian Government did not want to accept the annexation of Hatay by 
agreement with France in 1939. Syrian Goverment attitude towards Hatay issue was coming 
from Turkeys cooperation with France. When Syria gained its independence from France in 
1943, the issue of Hatay started to be on the agenda again. Following The World War II, the 
relationships between the two countries become strained but by the help of Iraqi Prime 
Minister Nuri Said A peaceful dial has established in 1946 and then Turkey did not insist on 
Turkey formally recognition by the annexation of Hatay by Syria. In Syria Hatays annexation 
was not put on the agenda from Turkeys view anymore. 

However, the words about the annexation of Hatay, one of the most authoritative persons on 
the Syrian side, continued to be heard from time to time. The leaders of the Arab world 
constantly claimed that the problem of Hatay was the reason why the relations between Turks 
and Arabs did not improve. Syria assigned Emir Adil Arslan, known as a Turkish friend, to 
Ankara embassy in 1949. However, there has been no change on Syria's general policy. The 
first place where the Ba’ath regime was ideologically organized was Syria. After 1963, the 
Baath government emphasized Syrian nationalism rather than Arab nationalism. This situation 
has kept Hatay on the agenda as a national issue in Syria. Hatay continued to be shown as 
Syrian territory on the official state maps of Syria until 2003. On this date Syria developed 
relations between Turkey and removed Hatay from their map. But with the start of the Civil 
war in Syria the relations with Turkey has again beeen broken and as a result the Syrian 
government has revived the old maps. 
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